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Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 37 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is 
required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

It is to be noted that claim 37, is the exact duplication of claim 36. Therefore 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 , The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

2. Claims 1, 3-12, 14, 16, 18-24, 26, 28-33, 35, 39, 43, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Sata et al. 

Sata et al discloses a video recording/reproducing apparatus that shows the 
same limitations recited in claims 1,12, 23, including the feature of writing received 
Information to a first storage device in a plurality of storage devices (See the capability 
of writing received video data in the first recording medium as shown in Sata et al's 
Figure 1 , component 4), the feature of placing a second storage device in the plurality of 
storage devices in a state where it is ready to record the information and writing the 
information to the second storage device including ceasing writing of the information to 
the first storage device (See the capability of writing the received video information in 
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the second storage means at the time when writing operation in the first storage is 
stopped as shown in Sata et al's Figure 1, component 31 , and column 6, lines 57-60), 
and the feature of placing the first storage device in the stopped state during writing of 
the information to the second storage device as specified in the present claims 1,12, 
23. (See Sata et als column 6, lines 57-60). 

With regard to claims 3, 14, 26, 35, the feature of the read write head being in an 
unloaded position as specified thereof would be present in the cited reference of Sata et 
al. Because, during writing of information in the storage means 31 of Sata et al, reading 
or writing of information in the storage means 4 may be in a stopped state. (See Sata et 
al's Figure 1 , components 4, and 31 ). 

With regard to claims 4, the feature of the stopped state being a state in which a 
rotating member of the first storage device is not rotating as specified thereof would be 
inherently present in the cited reference of Sata et al. Because, as disclosed in Sata et 
al's video recording/reproducing apparatus the writing and the reading heads are 
independently controlled, therefore, the user can decide to stop the writing and the 
reading operation of the first recording/reproducing means (See Sata et al's Figure 1, 
components 3-5) at any desired time, thereby, stop the rotating member of the storage 
device as claimed. 

With regard to claims 5, 16, the feature of placing the second storage device in 
the state where it is ready to record is initiated after writing a first amount of information 
to the first storage device as specified thereof would be present in the cited reference of 
Sata et al. Because as disclosed in Sata et al, the writing of information In the second 
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storage (See Sata et al's Figure 1, component 31) is performed after the writing of 
information in the first storage device (See Sata et al's Figure 1 , component 4) has 
began. 

With regard to claims 6, the feature of the storage devices including magnetic 
disk devices or optical disk devices as specified thereof is present in Sata et al. (See 
Sata et al's Figure 1, component 4). 

With regard to claims 7, 18, 28, 39, the feature of after writing to a last one of the 
storage devices, returning to the first storage device and overwriting information 
previously written thereto as specified thereof would be present in the cited reference of 
Sata et al. (See Sata et al's column 6, lines 20-60). 

With regard to claims 8-11,1 9-22, 29-32, 43, the feature of writing to a third 
storage device the receiving information or copying information stored in the first or 
second storage devices to the third storage device and wherein the storage device is a 
removable medium of the type of magnetic disk, an optical disk, a magneto-optical disk, 
or a magnetic tape drive as specified thereof is present in Sata et al. (See Sata et al's 
figure 1, component 8), 

With regard to claim 24, the feature of the information being audio-visual 
information as specified thereof is present in Sata et al. (See Sata et al's Figure 1 , 
component 1 ). 

With regard to claim 33, the feature of reading audio-visual information 
containing in one of the storage devices during said first or second writing operations, 
including placing said one of the storage devices in a state so that the audio-visual 
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information can be read therefrom as specified thereof is present in Sata et al. (See 
Sata et al's column 6, line 61 , to column 7, line 8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 15, 17, 27, 36-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sata et al in view of Official Notice. 

Sata et al discloses a video/audio recording/reproducing apparatus that shows 
substantially the same limitations recited in claims 36-38, including the feature of writing 
video/audio information in a plurality of recording medium and the capability of not 
rotating the rotating member in a stopped state. Because, as disclosed in Sata et al's 
video recording/reproducing apparatus the writing and the reading heads are 
independently controlled, therefore, the user can decide to stop the writing and the 
reading operation of the first recording/reproducing. means (See Sata et al's Figure 1, 
components 3-5) at any desired time, thereby, stop the rotating member of the storage 
device as claimed. 

Sata et al fails to specifically disclose the feature of the second storage device 
having a rotating member and wherein the storage device being a magnetic disk or an 
optical disk as specified in the present claims 36-38. 
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Examiner takes Official Notice in that it is notoriously well known in the 
video/audio recording/reproducing apparatus to have a recording medium as being a 
rotating member of a magnetic disk or optical disk as specified in the present claims 36- 
38. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the Sata et al's 
recording/reproducing apparatus wherein the recording/reproducing means provided 
thereof (See Sata et al's Figure 1 , component 31 ) would be replaced by a recording 
medium of a magnetic disk or optical disk in the same conventional manner as is well 
known in the prior art. Examiner has taken Official Notice. The motivation is to increase 
the recording density of the recording medium as suggested in the prior art. 

5. Claims 2, 13, 25, 34, 40-42, are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Taketa et al discloses a disk array device. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bob Chevalier whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7374. The examiner can normally be reached on MM-F (9:00-6:30), second Monday 
off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Groody can be reached on 571-272-7950. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). . 



B. Chevalier 
October 26, 2005. 




